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~TRIPLE SHEET.

body Wad boen speaking evil of me to Mr. Bowon. T maid,
WNory woll; If Uhat ie the case Twill go and soe Mr. Bowen at
Bis bouse,” noil unked Mr. Johuson Lo accomphoy me.

Q Didu't ¥r. Johnson suggest to yon that you had better soe
Mr. Bowen sbout it? A. 1think not; I think thet was my
own spontancins impalse, that I asked Mr, Johnson to go with
ie; still bo might have suggested it or acquiceccd L It 48 bo
wis & dlscreet man,

' Q Dida't you anderstand Mr. Johnson had come avet Lo soo
fou that sfternoon for the purposo of suggesting thia? A.
That T doa’t remember ; still, it would have been Just like him
to do so.

*Q. And fn your interost, and as & feiendly aot? A. Yes, 8ir.
" Q@ Now, sbout what time of day on Monday did yon go to
Mr, Bowen's? A. Oh, in the afternoon, somelime.

Q. And Mr. Johnson was with you during that whole Inter.
view? A No, Sir; Mr. Johnson left before the Interview was
ended. L

Q. Before it was ended? A, T think Mr. Johnson left In time
10 20 over (o New York for the Christmas dinner. That ls my
Tmprossion.

Q Then 1 was along Interview? A, 1 don't}thiuk [t was
very long.

Q. About how Tong? A Well, Tdon't know; perhaps an
hour and 4 half; perhaps longer; perhapsshorter.

“A. And abost how wuch of that time did Mr. Johnson re-
maln? A T could not say at this length of time.

Q Perhaps sou ean tell us whether he was there during
the greater part of the Interview or not.  Your saying, leaving
1o get the dlnver would ot carry him over very oarly necessac-
fly? A My Impression ls that Mr. Johuson was there during
the greater partof the interviow, bt not during the most im-
portant part of the interview,

Q The most lmportant part oceurred after he left, you think?
A The niost vivid parts; yos, Sie,

Q You mean by that the most violent part? A. Noj the
most dramatic part,

@ Now, who lntrodneed (hat conversation, and how was it
Introduced? A, That morning?

Q. Yes. A, Ou! 1don't remotnber that. Probably I did my
self,
Q. You eannot tell ns what you sail to Mr. Bowen ai the
outset? A. Ny, Sir

Q. Can you tell us what Mr, Bowen said to you st the outset?
A, 1 think b sald * Good moruing.*

Q. Can you tell na what Mr. Johnson sald_at the outset, it he
sld ayyihing® A, No, Sir.

Q. You didl have some couversation there, you three tagether,
dlda'tyon? A. Yes, Sir; I can tell you the substance of the
conversation,

Q Well, I will go on with my question. Now, did yon or not
fuform Mr, Bowen that you would come there for the purpose
of talkin: with him in rogard to any stories that he bad hoard
against you ¥ A, 1 came there, Sir; T went there,

Q Did you tell him that * A 1 don't remember what T told
blm, but T guite likely told him just that for that was pre-
cisoly the object of the interview,

Q Ithd e then tell you what the stories were ! A, No, 8ir;
he ouly tull mo there were stories, 1 pressed bim to know
what thoy were, but be would not tell me,

. id e 101l you what the natare of the stories was ? A. He
told mie the stories were coming down on me like an avalsoche,
That | remnemuber,  Mr, Bowen is given to metaphors.

Q Aud tio uature? A. Threstening to sweep me away :
siories of fmmoralitios ; storles of sttroclty,  He pictured the
scones vory vividly.

Q Hedid® A Yes, Sir; bat he would not tell me what they
wore, and e would not tell me who told kim; but the substance
of the interview [ had with him was: © Mr, Bowen,” 1 said
* bring here to me In your presence everybody who has any-
thing against me, and let us have It out face 1o face.”" He sald,
“ Phat ke falr.” Tlen we went to another lople,

_*-——-
THE COMIOSITION OF BOWEN'S AVALANCHE.

Q. Now, was not enough said there to make you
undorstand that the stories related to immorality or profligney
with women? A, Stores, Sir, concerning iy relations with
women, an | my drinking, and my bratality, and other things—
adreadfal volumo of lt—sall that went to make Mr. Bowen's
avalanche, 1o told me that they came to him from all quar.ers
of the world. all of & sudden.  [Laughter.]

Q And i you suzrest in ‘sny way, or did it eome to be &
matter considered there, that if these stories were true you
would liave to leave his employment? A. No, 8ir; he said if
{hose & ories were troe [ ought not to lve a day longer, sod 1
agreed with him in that sentiment.  [Langhter.]

Judge Nellson—Silence!

Q Didu't you understand that the reason for your
seoing Mr. Bowen, or your friend, Mr. Johnson, thinking
it proper for yom to sce Mr, Bowen was that the stories that
had been told him concerning you were such as would not
tolorate your continuing in his employmont * A, Not at all,
Sit; for Mr, Bowen had for fifteen years retailed himself just
sugh stories concerning Mr. Beecher, and he had a!l that time
been Mr. Boocher's chief pewholder, and Mr. Beecher had been
hia chief writer, and no such storles as those would have affeet-
ed Mr. lowen’s regard for any man in his employ, whether as
minister or editor,  [Murmur in the audience.]

). Well, that is very bad for Mr. Bowen. Tle was abave
projudices of that kind * A, Yes, Sir; entirely so.  He nbol-
isiiod them all ln the Honse of God [A louder demonstra-
thon, ]

Judge Nellson ~Will the audience keep quiet ? The bosiness
is lnterrupled by It

Q Now. were you aware at that time of the particulars of
any injurlons storles respecting yourself In this direction? AL
X, Sir; the horror of the whole business was that It was all
woknown; It was an avalsnche coming upon me in the dark. 1
dida't know what it was, bat I felt that my first duty as
A genleman was to go and sce Mr. Bowen face to face,
and, as 1 said before, the substance of the conversalion
was-—

Q Nomatter that is not what T am now asking® A To bring
the accusers face to fuce. e said that was fair,

Q That you have esid slready ; but my question now s
whether you were not yoursell aware of the alleged clreum-

] of profligacy or i lity that were told to your pro-
jugice. A, No, Sir; 1did not kuow them until s few days af-
terwards, when Mr. Beecher certifled that e had been my slan-
derer by taking it back in writing.

Q. And you had never heard any of these rumors concerning
your conduct in this relation, projudicial to yon uutil Mr. Bowen
2okl you that there was an avalanche upon you? A, In what
remtiont

Q. In these relations with women® A. No, Sir.

Q. You never heard of It? A. Just shoat that time, sither
before or after, there was & liithe ovening newspaper In New
York scandalizad the community by saylng that I was going to
Europe to clope with a lady. [Langhter] She had already
gone several months before—a few mouths before, That Is the
only story | ever heand.  That was alie,

Q. Well, I am not speaking of the truth of the stories, '.l.'

only waat to know the state of your knowledge or mind at that
time. Waell, that ynu\m! been aware of, that imputation® A,
1 am not certaln at this distance of tme whetlier |t ovcnrred &
little after or a little before,

Q. Well, isu' it very probable that it was before? A T don't
kuow, Sir.

Mr. Beach—Well, no matter sbout probabilitics,

Mr. Evarts—Well, 1 ask, len't It very probable that it was be-
fore? A. I don't know whother 1t was or not. ‘Thore is no end
to the probabilities of slander.

Q@ Dagree. A. Orthe improbabilities.

Q. 1 only want to find the state of slander as [t became Kuown
toyou. A. Yes, Sir.

Q. Did this tmpatation, that you were sware of, contaln any
particulars us 1o person or circumstances ! A, Yes, Sir : there
was & bold and velger allusion to s very honored lady lu this
citp.

Q. Very well ;T didn't care to distarh the matier further
thas to know what you had beard concerning storics about
yoursell. A Yes

Q. Mad you heard prior to this of stories {o yonr prejudice
counecied with any transaction at Winsted, Connecticut *
A. Mo, 8ir ; oh, yes, thers had been a long tirne before, o story
published to the effect that 1 had gone to Winsted with a Indy
not my wife—published sometime during the political cam-

Q The politieal campaign of what year—188* A T don't
remomber. 1 was away off in the West, and Oliver Johnson
sont that outto me. That was theee or four years before that

Q ‘That you lisd board of them? A. That was an old tale;
yes, 8ir.

Q BtAl, you had heard of it? A. Yes, Bir, years before,

Q. Now, had you heard of & story injurious to yonrself in
coansction with aay female at Farfbault, in Minnesotat A, No,
Sir; movor havo heard any such story antil now, [ didu't know
that thare wus such a one.

Q Well, that you had uot heard of? A, No, Sir; what is the
story?

Mpr. Beach—Oh, not

The Witness—Let us have It.

Mr. Beach—No; we am getting enoagh that is immaterial and
incompolent now,

Mr. Evarta—1 don't propagate the stories, 1 want lo know
thie state of your knowledge: that lsall. Do you mesn to sy,
then, that this Information from Mr. Bowen that there were
carrent these stories Lo your prejudice was & surprise (o you!
A. Yos, 8ir; Tehould think It would be to suy man.

Well, 1don't know that, I am ouly asking of yonrself,
A. Wall, T am only speaking for myssif, Sir.

Q. It was a surpriss to you that thors should be such stories?
A. Yo, Sir; It was an astonishment.

Q. Please look at this letter and st the date of it, and e If
that ks not a mistaken date. Shouldu't it be January, 15707 It
fa & common orror, you know, of keeplng the old year, I, of
course, know nothing about it A. You mast let me read the
leuer.

Q Ob, Yes; you may read the letter. [Handing witnoss the
letter,] A. Now, Mr. Evarts, will you sak me agaln what ques-
tion you desire to put?

Q. My ouly guestion was whether, npon looking at thal date,
you could ssy whether that was an erronieous date, that it was
u-lf; 1970 instoad of 1908, or nol.  You kuow It lsa common
@rror at the first days of & new year that one may make; whiethir
Wierg s anvihilog about that letter that enables you 1o say

180% A This indated Tidionte, Pennsybvania, l'nhiqs.tui.
1 wan- amquestionably tectnring there. T might refor to Roma
lttle memorsndum book of my lectures. | could not sy from

anything here.

Q. Woll, you remember writing the letter, and the occaslon
of {ta being written, 1 suppose? A, Yoo, Sir.

Q. But yoo cannot sny now whether It was writton in 1840 AL
I think Mr. Jolnson wanted mo to write something; that b my’
im presaion.

. No matter. Tonly wani 1o got at this date.  You cannot
givo it, you say? A. No, 8ir; bat I can look on my memoran-
dum book tnd see whother | waa in Tidioute in 1569 or nol.

Q. Of course, on its face, it woeuld be perfectly regular that [t
should be 1509! A. ¥es, Sir.

Mr. Evarts—1I propose to read that. [Handing the paper to
plaintiff's connssl.] Your Honor, (¢ bas reached the hour of
adjournment.

The Comrt bere took a recess until 3 P, M.

The Court met a8 2 p. m., pursnant to adjournment.

Theedore Tilion was lied wad the cross-cxsminstion re
sumed.

Mr. Evarta—Tlave you boon able to fix in any way whether
that shonld b date of 1870 or 18691 [Ianding witness a let-
ter.] A. Ihave not glven any thought to the subject, 8ir. I
didu't go to my own house during the recess.

Mr. Evarta [to plaintifl's counsel]—Will you glvo us the 1860
and 1570 letters? [To the Witness]: Whers 15 this place of
Tidiouwte? 1Is that the proper pronunciationof it? A. No,
Bir,
@ How I8 it prononnced? A. Pronounced * Tidiute,* I
think.

Q. Where ls it? A. In Pennsy 11 d
there ance; that is all 1 know sbout the place.

Q. Somewhers in the ollregions? A Idon't know abont
that now,

Q. Now, don't you romamber whether yon were thero in Jan-
unry, 1869, or January, 1870t A. I doa’t remember anything
more than the date of the letier, Bir.

Q. Won't youlook at this collection of latters? [Handing
witness the book.] There are some dates in Jauuary, 185,
aboul this time. A. Are these corroctly printed?

Q. 1suppose they are; [ know nothing about them. Wehave
assumned thom to be so. A, Waoll, Sir, what do you wish me to
do with these?

Q Look over those of 1870 and see whother from those dates,
supposing them to be correot, it would not be the year 1870
when you were In Tidioute on the fth of Jannary, and not 18607
A. I think that certain lettors have beon put in evidence already
from Tidiout. I presumo thoy have dates. I don’t remember
nd this hetber I loctured there more than oue
or not.

@ But you would not have been in Ohio on the 10th iF yon
were in Tideouto on the 8th, would you? A Well, Sir, Loan't
understand why.

Mr. Fullerton—Tt is very easy to travel jhat distance,

Mr. Evarts—Well, but he was on o lectaring tour.  Both
1460-T0 and 186860 you were oo & regular lecture tour, were
you not? A, How isthat t

Q Both the seasons of 1860-70 and of 183800 yon wers oft
on a lecture tour ¢ A, Yos, | think so.

Q. You have read this lettor, havon't you? A Yon handed
it to mo this morning. 1 glaoced ab it hasuly, Do you de-
slre me to read It?

Q. Yes; you may read it If you wish to. 1 wantto ask yon
whetber in reading the letier you then can rocall whether the
incident which that letier refers to, oconrred [n 1859 or 1868, It
had ocenrred prior to that letter of conrse? A. Yes, Sir: Mr.
Evarta, 1 will tell you how to fix the date exactly. Produce In
Court Mrs. Tilton's memorandum books or diarios fur the last
four or flve years. She took them away from the house. It
was at her request that | took this protege of hers there, She
will fix the date exuctly by her diary,

Q. 1 am not talking about the coutents of the letter at all; 1
want the date of it

Judge Neilson—FHe wanis to know whather yon can fix the
date? A, May it pleass your Honor, the date is here—Jan. bth,
1800,

Q. Do you think that is the correet date? A, Tshould have
wild it wis the correct date, and then Mr, Evarts casts & doubt
upon it

(. Can you see by tomorrow morning whather it is correct
ormot? A. Well, | have no access to Mrs. Tiiton's diary,

Q. We are not talking about her diary.

Mr. Evarta—No! no! we have nothing 1o do with that.

The Witness—1 will look, Sir, through my own—

Mr. Evarte—Your own letters, if you have the orizinals of
those that are printod. will show you where you were on th®
10th of Jannary, in both of those years? A, Mr. Evarts, you
hiave had the originals io your hands of all those letters,

@ I have not read all the lettors, A, You have lwd them, aa
1 understand.

Q. All that have been printed I have not had, except what I
have read. A, They are al your service.

Q. All that have been read are in evidence, of course; but all
that have been printed have not been road in evidence | but as
you have the griginals here In your own handwriting, you can
tell by them whether you were fu the oil roglons on the Sth of
Janusry, 1899, or the Bh of Jauuary, 15501 A, Well, Sir, the
letters will speak for themaelves, There they sre; and if the
letters don't speak for themsclves, 1 think, perbaps, my litle
books of record, my little leetnre note-books, of which I have
seversl at bome, may fix the date. I do not see, though, why
the date should not bo correct as it Is written.

Q. Of course, only you know that in the first days of January
it is & common error Lo put the wrong year. ‘That yoo know,
don’t you? A. It ls with some people, Sir.

Q Well, it happens to any body, I suppose ; it corainly does
tome? A Yes

Q. And T wuppose it happens Lo anyoue Well, now, can you
remember whether this mutter of Winsted did occur antecedent
to Jannary, 1860, or only sotecedent Lo Jan. R, 15708 A My
{mpression is that (¢ was a considersble period bofore thar, tut
a8 1 said bofore my memory of dates fs not very good unless
associated with some event which bears a date, Mrs. Tilton
can tell you all about it, Sir.

Q Well, I don't know how that ls Tdow't know what she
has to do with thist A, Well, | will tell you what she had to
do with It, Sir,

Mr. Beach—No, no,

Juige Nellson—No

The Witness—I beg your pardon

Judge Nellson—Don't refer to Mre. “Tilton again, please,

Q. Now, look at that fotter and say If that refors to what has
been spoken of here, and I think on Mr. Moulton's examination,
s the Winsted letter ! [Handing witness letter.] A Yes Sir.

Q And my ouly object In to got at the date of —{f Lean, You
spoke of it as belug an old story ! A, Yes, Sir, a very disgrace-
ful one, too. .

Q. Well, I dare say, Tuat we have nothing to dowith, Ttls
only the question of the stories that were presented. A 1 sup-
posed that it was in that particular that it interested yon most

Q. We arequite aware that persons are scandalized. Yon
may have been as woll as other peaple: but the date of it, and your
knowledge of it are important (o me, and I you cunfix that by
an exsmination of your original letters, or if you will take this
printed pamphlct that will fx i, 1 sapposet A, Twill domy
hest to oblige you. .

Q. Now, at this interview butween you el l}uwuﬂa- thiere
# particalarization or a refereiice to & chinrito that had bheen made
against yon to Mr. Bowen on the part of a ludy that was con-
nected, in some way, a5 contributor, or atherwise, with the pa-
per of which you were the editar? A, Not that 1 know of, $ir;
nothing of that sort was mentioned,

Q. Well,of course [am speaking of what was mentioned. You
sny, then, thnt st that interview Mr. Bowen did not inform you
that bie liad received an accusation against you oo the part of a
Indy that was employed in connection with those newspapers?
A. No, Bir; he pever in s Life gave me any such information
—tisver, from that day to this

. How did this part of the Interview, then, that rolated to
vourself, and yoursell nlone, close—that Bowen was to confront
you, ur that—. A, It closed In this way: I told Mr. Bowen that
If anybody had anything to say against me lee him invite that
person. and also Invite me, to & personal interview, face to face,
In Mr. Bowen's prescnce,  Mr, Bowen replied, © That is fair **

Q. And that is the way that branch of it closed? A, Yer,
Sir, that i= the way it ended.

@ Now, yon have stated that atthat interview, Mr. Bowen
opened upon charges sgalust Meo Beecher? A, What |s :u.n'
Sir?

Q Mr. Bowen at this interview opened npon charges aguinst
Mr Berchert A Opened upon clinrgest

G Yes. A He opened the charges; he didu't opeu upon
them,  [Langhier. |

Q. My question will etand, and we will Jtaks your answer.
What had led to that jo auy previoos conversation on that geca-
sion (hat you had Lad with Mr, Bowen ! A, This, Bir; after
Mr. Bowen said that that would be falr, he changed the sub-
feet ¢ hee sald to me that in view of my recentpy formed con-
teacts 1o write for 2'he Jid, dent, and 1o L editor of the
The Brookiys Usion. that he boped | wonld put my whole |ife snd
fire luto The Brouldyn Union, thst Twould trest all Brooklyn tep-
lew with great partioularty, snd that | would make among
them ope conspletous and chief, namely, Plymouth Church
anid all its a@ales, for he said: “That church bas & lurge con-
gregation, and wany of the readers of Pne Union are there,”
and he then sald, "1 uwotice that you have unot given par-
denlar attention to the church, and indeed you have not at-
tended the church fur some months, and your abseuce has been
mther noticed by me” 1 told him that I never again should
cross thie threshiold of Plymouth Charch,

Q Mr. Johnson was presont st this part of the conversation.
was hie not* Ao T thiok Lo was, Lot 1 would nol be quite cer-
tain at what time Mr, Johnson left. Ithink Mr, Johnson threw
i1 wome such remak as this:  Perhsps Mr. Tilton has s reason

| for not going to Plymouth Chiurchy" something of that kind

Q. Yoo think he wis there® A, Tthink he was there at a
part of that conversation

Q. And that lie did throw In su observation® A [ thiok he
did; yes, Sir

Q. OF that character! A And T think that Mr, Jolinson very
shortly afterwards left,  In other words, when the couverss-
tion coscerulag the stories aboul me was ended, Mr, Juhuson
left, either then or & little sderwards, He did not stay long o
leoar our discasslon aboul the papers,

Q. Bat stabl until after Mr. Bowen hiad opeued on this sub-
Jeot of uslng T'he Hrooklyn Dabon in discossion of Plymouth

'”E“M i b true date, 1500, o whiotler Wby trde dale o | iorcl mactere T A Well, |l be didc alall evens M,

~sbibve

Johmaon made adme rentark abodt ‘réssond which T ulﬁ‘
posibly have for not going to Plymonth Ohuarch. Thal [ as
near a4 Loan reeolloet. d

Q And you then made the abservation thal you have just re-
pested? ' A, T don™ Kuow that | made it then; [ think perhaps
1 might bave mado it before, or possibly [ made it after.

Q. You mean before Johnson's; you made it eithor before or
after dolmson's remark? A, Yea, Sir; 1 niade it sometimo dur-
Ing the interviow.

Q. In this connection bis observation was made in connection
with yours, or yours (n conneetion with his, was it not? A
Yes, Sir, but it was not 80 much in referonce to the paper aa it
was in reforence to my going to chureh,

Q. Well, T am not talking now ahout the paper, [am talking
now about the obeervationa? A Yes,

Q. Well, how did the matter go on then nn Mr. Bowen's part
aftor that observation of yours? A, After Mr. Johnson lefi?

Q. No, 1don'tears, 1 will find out whether he was there of
not, If 1can, but aftor this obeorvation of yourst A. Tdon't
thiak very wucl'was said antil after Mr. Johtson left, when
Mr. Bowen put some qhestions Lo me 1o know why it was that [
did not go to Plymonth Chiurch.  That f the part that Toow

distinetly remember.
———

Mit. BOWEN'S DENUNCIATION OF MR, BERCHER.

Q. When did Mr. Bowen commence stating his
necusstl fmputations against Mr. Deecher? A 1 can't
remember exactly At what part of the conversation he did
Some of them were stated before Mr. Johnson went awsy,
others were stated aftor e went away,

Q. Well, did he prirsue the matter at some length? A. Well,
yes; ab some length, necessarily. :

Q You have given on the direct examination, have you not,
substantially what be sald? A, Yes, Sir.

Q. Asyou remember it? A Yes, Sir.

Q. What did you sayafter he had completad the accusa
tions against Mr. Beecher? A, [don't think he did complete
them; T think he kopt reiterating thom,

Q. Well, hut he left off some time o other, didn't het A
Not until [ left the hoose.

Q. Didn'the? A. No.

Q. Wudl, whon he had got throngh with them for the first
time, what did yon say —snything? A Do yon mean what I
ald at such  particular moment? Tdon't identify any such
particular moment.

Q. 1t is not as to the lapse of time; it 1s a4 to the stage of the
conversation. 11 you don't remember, why 1 can't help it it
you do, I want to know. A, Mr. Bowen was very aolicitoas to
know from me what Mr, Beecher's relation had been to Mra
Tilton.

Q And asked, did he? A Yoo, after Mr, Johnuon wint
away. 1 had said befors Mr. Jolinson weat away that Mr.
Boecher had boen guilty of dishionotable behavior lowards Mes.
Tilton.

. That you staled white Mr. Jolnson was there? A, Yes,
Bir: or that in substance,

Q. When did the sugeestion of the preparation of this letter
of demand on Mr, Becelier come up? A, | think that came’up
in Mr. Bowen's private conrersation with me, toward the close
of that lnterview.

Q. Whieh snzeested it yon or het A Mr. Bawen angrested
it e sald that Mr, Boecher ought not to be allowed to preach
in Wl eharch,

Mr. Evarts—{To plaintifs connscel] ; T waonld like this letrer
of demand, one of the early exhibits, No. 4.

[Mr. Morrls produced the letter called for.]

. Take this, If yon please, Mr. Tilton [Mandinz witness
the exhibit,] Now, the snzzestion first came from Mr. Bowen,
Whint was that ation? Whoat did he say? A, Mr. Bowen
snld In substanee that Mr, Beecher ought not Lo be allowed to

romain in his gmiplt or fn the elty: that he ought
to  be  driven oul Mr.  Bowen then  msll  that
he could take no  steps  towards the  accomplishment

of stelian object as that, hecanso o had in the previons Febra-
ary received from: Mr. Beceher s linmiliating confussion af his
guflt, an thae Mr. Bowen bl given him pardiin.

Q. Well. that you stated in your direct examination? A, Yes,
Gir: Mr. Bowen, however, stated that If 1 wonld make this de,
mand, which he conld not in honor, a8 he stated, loitiste, that
e would snbatantinte it and wonld bring the volnme of evi-
dence which he possessed b ste that it was earried iolo execn-
tion,  That i the substance of It

. | belivwe you sald that on your direct examination. Now,
hie having so stuted i, haw dld you give your peaent to aeting
in the munner that he suzgested? Ao T aald to him, * Give me
apen and a sheet of paper and T will write iL" He sald, “1
will earry i

Q. Isthat the original deaft thae you wrote? [Referring to
a paper.] A No, Sir,

Q. Well, have yon the original draft * A, Yes. Sir

(3. Atany mte it was smended befors §t was Snally copled
there, waadt = A, What s that ?

. The deaft s originally writien was changsd In some
words before It was copled ¥ AL Yews, Sir,

@ Do you remetaber what the chanze was? Tdon't eare

anything  sbout  the paper. A Well, 1 remember, per-
hope, withi sufliclnt ACCIPACY o say Lhat
this  olause  was  sdmitted, *for  reasons  which

explivitly understand,”  Whether the orlginal dealt was in pre-
elaely thsse words | don't know, but that [s the substance.
. Wasall the originnd deaft, including the amendment, in

your hgndwriting® A, The orlginal drfe did not include the

amendment,
Q. Well, Including the amondment that was put spon it.
Wasn't the amendment put on the draft® OF conrse it may not

ave been. A, Tihink not, 8ir; perhaps it was not; stlil ] will
not answer positively, Sir.

Q. 1supposed the amemdiment was pat on ftand then the
gomplete copy taken from it Ddon't know? A, Iomay be, |
think the paper exists

Q. Very well, that 1« the chanze, al any rafe. And the ad-
dress, is that your own also? [Slowing witness the address]
A. Yos 8ir; Twrote It all except the small welting there; that
in Mr. Monlton's.

Q. Well, we can tell. Al that belones to it us a letter and an
address is in your handwriting? A Yes, 8ir; every bit of it

Q. Now, when you gave this leiter to M. Bowen was the en-
velope closed or soalod * AL T think {t was open, Sir ; that is
my impression

Q. Tt wae given to lilm, was 1L not, by voil, and taken by him
to he carried s anopen letter to My, Beocher? A Yes, Sir;
that t8 myfrecolleetion.  Is niot the envelope open now?

@ Ttisopen now? A, I mean lias it been sealed®

@ You may ste whether it has boen sealed.  [Handing wit-
ness the envelope] 1t now bears the marks of having been
clogl® A, Yes, Sir: it was not closed hy me,

Q. Ani was not intonded to be? A, No, Sir; it was an open
leiter g | wrote It Mr. Bowen mnst have opened it before de-
livering it.

@ 10 was Intended 1o be cartied by Bowenopen ! A, Yes,
sir

Q. Tntended iy gon to be earvied by him open® A, Yes, Sir;
and mentioned and deseribed by me 1o Me, Moulton that after-
T ]

Q. 8o (it this closing It which has taken place —— A, Was

il hy me
. Was ot by vou or by him with your cgusnt or purpose?
A. ol st all sy SUILT dide's Isy any Injunction upon Mr.

B Ii F?i'ﬁﬂl’.:." Eé:a& :ul_ g rz.“"-.-ln the case, Mr.
Bowen well Knew the contents of the lettef,

fotter, he and 1 were Jolntlye sesponsible for it

Mr, Bvarti—{Hewling|:

December 26th, 1870,

Henry Ward Beecher,

Sir: demand that for reasons which vou explicitly under:
stand, you lmmedintely coase from the ministry —

Mr. Beach—Why i il read now ?

Mr. Evarts —Boesase | want to use ite contents [continulng
to rewd | from the ministey of Plymouth Church, and that you
quilt the Clty of Brooklyn as a residence,

|Signed] Turoporr TiLToN,

Q. That was written so, [ sappose * [Referring to the word
“RBigneml.'|] A, Yes, Sir.

Q. Now, Mr, Tilon, how soon efter this did you Inqulre,
anid bow soon after inqalriog did yon hear, what had happened
concerniug and at the dullvery of this letter? A, 1 made no
Ingniry atumt i, Hir

Q. Well, how soon did knowledge come to yon eancerning
ity A, The tiest koowledge that oame to me cotcerning (¢t was
thiratgh Me. Beeeclier' s own statesent to me on Fridsy uight
of that week, Doc, 30th, that it had been delivered. 1 ook it
for granted, however, that it hal been prowptly delivered.

That is my recollection at present,

——
ROWEN REGRETS HIS HIGH WORDS,

Q. Now, Mr. Tilton, let me recall your attention
to the fact that prioe to that Interview with Mr. Beecher, to
which you have now alluded, you hal anjuerview with Mr,
Bowen. A, 1 did, Sir,

. What sy was that interview? A 1 dnu't remember
whether it was Dee, 27th or Bth,

Q. It was one or the other? A, One or the other; T think so,

Q. Now, ut that Interview did not the question on the subject
of this letter's being delivered by Bowen to Mr. Beecher, and
the ovccutence ihereupon, become the eubject of sonver-
sation botween you and Mr. Bowen! A. No, Bir; Mr. Bowen
was in awild anger and 1 had uo conversation with him « all.
1t was the last interview | had previous to the tripartite cove-
uhil fwo yoars witer,

Q. Now, how did this interview on the 27th or 2ith with
Bowen eame about * A, 1 will tell you exactly, Sir,

Q. Did heseud for you or did you go to bim spostaneously *
A. Neither, 8ir.

Q. Well, bow did yon got together? A. Twill tell you, After
1 bisd written this letter on the ¥l of December, 1 told Mr.
Moulion sbout it that afiemoon  He told me wib great em-
phasis that | was a (ool,

Q. Well, that you have told ue. A Yes. 8ir; so that either
the pext morning or the morning after—my impression
la the wvery mext morning —1 sent A& message o
Mr. Bowen by sdvice of Mr. Moulton, or rather, not by
bis advice, buk by my own judgment, growing out
of & eggestion of bLis, namely, that Mr. Bowen's name ought
to have been attached (o suck & demand, inasoich as ho was (o
Lave sustaluad and enforced it: 80 1 seul 8 mesange—I forget
whether by note, I think by note—to Mr. Bowen, informing
Nim that | was gulog to have an biterview with Mr. Deccher,
foave to face. Mr. Bowen came pell mcll aroggsl 1o the oftjge
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Q. What lime of day was this interviow? A. It was in the
farenioon sometime, .

Q@ Can't you now recdlloct whather [ wx the 27th; whother
it waa not the very day after—1! A. Well, T don't Kiiow; 1t
was oither that or the day after.

@ Wonldn't yon have probably learned something sbout the
Ietter on the next day If you bad heard nothing from him about
it A What is that, Sirt

Q. Wouldn't yon have sought for some Information concern-
Ing this letter on the next day If you had not heard from bim on
that day* A. From whom should I eeck it, Sir?

Q Mr. Bowen. A, Why, I had parted from him in anger. I
would pot have met bim ; T would not have spoken to him.

Q No, no; notat this timo. You had not parted with him
in anger then when you sent him off on this errand to Beecher ¥
A. Ldon't undenitand your question. '

Q. Well, now, just listen, 1f yon had not heard anmothing
from Bowen on the day Immedistely following the th,
woulda't you Lave been likely to have sent for him 1o learn
wbout the reception that the note sant to Beechor had met

Mr. Fallerton—One moment. T think this cass will be long

ugh without such speculative questions us that, .

Juilgs Nellson—1 think he may answer that. A. If I nndor-
wtand the purpart of yonr question, the answer lsthis: that ir
Mr. Bowen bad came 1 on thiat morning in an equabl
frame of mind, T should certainly have sald, ** Mr, Bowen, tell
me the fate of the letter,” bt he eame around [n grest anger
and there was no conversation between us.

@ That is not my polnt. The polnt Is that he did come
aronnd the very next morning and if it had not been that hie
camo you woald have ben likely to have made some cnquiry
on that day concarning the reception? A, I think quite likely,
yom, Sir; it may be troe,

Q. 8o 1 supposed. A. Idon't say for cerfaln that he cama
that morning ; yet perhaps it was that morning.

Q. That [t was the very next morning? A. Yoes; bat il 1
won'tway for certaln,

Q. Now he came around and saw you in your ofice alone,
1suppose * A e and | togother, yes, Sir.

Q. Well, yon were alona—aoboly clss thera? A, Nobody
here,

Q. Now,ean you tell nswhat the firet thing anid at that
interview wan? A, Oh, I don't know tho frst thing.

Q. Do you know which spoke first? A, No, 1don’t know.
Mr. Bowen was In a great state of excitement, His face wis 83
white na a wall,

Q. Now, do you mean to say, npon reflection, that not & word
waa sald abont the delivery to Mr. Beocher, and his rooeption,
of thisnote? A Limncan to say exactly that, Sir. Mr. Bowen
was o great anger. The substance of what he eaid

was, that if I divalged to Mr. Beecher the accusa-
tions which he, Mr. Bowen, liad made againet Mr.
Beecher, that he, Mr, Bowen, won'd ceaso all his

relations to me, and that I should never agiin cross Lhe thresh-
hold of his ofice, or enter his house. Ie sabd that with great
vehemence and emphasis, Thal was the substance of the con”
vursation. 1t was s very brief interview ; be allowed me no
time to ssk questions of muy sort,

Q. Do you mean he left without giving you an opportunity (o
say anything to him? A. I think the sum and substauce of
what 1 4ald to him was to answor pride for pride, scomn for
seorn; that T would not be deterred by his theoats; that I
should tell Mr Beecher or any obher porson, utterly unlufinenced
by any densnciations of that kind, ‘That e all I remomber of
the lnterview,

P
WHAT TILTON EXPECTED OF TOE JOINT DEMAND
OF BEECHER,

Q. And you had no curiousity abaut the delivery
of the nole or its reception ¥ A, 1 did not have a great deal of
curlosity abont it,

Q Why did'ut you ask Bowen aboutit* A Well, bocause
Mr. Bowen was not & man Lo be usked questions of then. e
went out of the offiee slamming the door behind Wim. Twas
not the man to geck him out afterwasda. The only porsons that
knew anything about the matter wers Mr. Beecher sud Me.
Bowen. 1 eould not see either of them.

Q. Well, Mr. Bowen was there. A Mr. Bowen loft.

Q Now, when yott sent—wlhen you wrote this demand on
Mr. Beechier aud sent Mr. Bowen, or delivered it io Mr, Dowen
to communicate a8 your jolnt act, ss you have staled— A,
Yes, Sir.

Q. What was your object in sending §t; what rednlt did you
expect from sending it Ao My object was 1o strike hun right
to the heart, Sir,

Q. Now, what result did you expzef from thus #'riking him
right to the heart t A, ‘Mt be would be pricked and wotnded
o4 he has been,

Q. And nothing more ¥ A, Nothing more.

Q. Youdid not expect that be would bo driven from the
prulpit or from Brooklyn? A. Yes, Sie; I did.

Q Youdid? A, Yes, Sir; and he will, top, [Sensation.)

Q Then you did expect— A, I certainly did, Sir.

Q. That from the delivery of that messago 1o Ll he would
be driven from his pulpit and from Brooklyn ¢ A, Mr. Bowen
snid that he could drive nim out of his pulpit in twelve hours,
1 bodloved what Mr. Bowen said.

Q. Aud you thought this wonld do it? A, Yes, Sie; I
thought that Mr. Bowen would do L.

. Well, this method would do it 2 A T dide’t tiink that
my littde letter glone would do L

Judge Netlson—1le says * thia method."

The Witness—This method. Mr. Bowen sald that he would
drive I out of Lis pulpit in twelve honrs,

Q. And you belleved him # A, 1 believed him; yos, Sir.

Q. And you together sent, as your joint act, this lutter P A,
Yes, Sir; we did,

Q. Aud you expected that result from [t 7 A, Yes, Bir, 1 did.

Q. Now, Mr. Tilton, how soon did you go to yoor house the
day, after this interview with Mr. Bowen, tho 7th or th—
whitever it was? A, You mean on the day that I sent the let-
ter demanding Mr. Beecher's retirement?

Q Noj on the day of your lust interview with Mr. Bowen?
A. Ldo not remember.

Q. Your usual time, so far a8 you romember, was it? A I
cannol say that

Q. What was your usual time of going home from yoar offica
wider ordinary cireomstances? Ao Usnally 1 went bome and
took lunch ot 1 o'clock.

Q. And returned to business ¥ A, Yes, Bir,

QG Now, when you retarnod to your house that day, were
you excited and (did you exhibit excitement in your house; 1
leave out all reference now to any Inferview or lotercourse
with yourwife ¥ A, 1 cannot remember that, Sir.

. You do not remember being oxcited P A No, Sir; it
wonld be quite likely,

Q. Tn consequence of this interview with Mr. Bowen ? A 1
don't remember belog In my house; [do not bring up the clr-
cumatance,

Q You don't remember belng in your house at all? A, No,
Sir. -

Q. Did you at your honse on that day, on your first visit to It
after this fnterview with Mr. Bowen, say to the nurse and
others there (others than your wife) that you were rulued ?
A. No, Sir; 1 did not,

4. Nothing of that kinl ¥ A. No, Sir: 1 was not ruined.

Q. 1 did not ask you w hether you woere ruined ; 1 asked you
whether you tolil the nurse and other persons than your wife
(whom [ leave out of the inguiry) that you were rulued ! *

Well, T answer vou no, Ay
-
Sir; T wasnot In the bﬁ

QW o el [T STandy A, Yen,
of talking of my basiness affairs to the nurse. [Laughter ]

Q. | was not argulng aboat It; Touly want you to answer my
fuestions.

Judge Nellson—=Please only to anawer the qnestions, [ wish
the geatlemen would be quiet in Court.

The Witness—I do not remember who the nurse was,
was the nurse's name, Mr, Evarts?

Mr. Evarta—My dear Sir, when [am on the wilnsas stand T
will answer all 1 know. [Laughter.]

Mr. Beachi—That will take o very long answer.

Mr. Evarts—Do yon think so? [To the witness.] De kind
enongh just to answer my questions,

Judge Nellson—Ouly answer the questions,

The Wituess <My, Evaria suts me the example of siating
everything be knowa,

Mr, Evarte—Oh, no. Do you remember being in any excite-
ment or having any impression that the result of this sttack
upon Mr, Beccher was going to be disastrous to you? A, Not
at all, Sir.  How could it bave been disastrous?

Q. Idonot reason with yon. Ionly ask whether you had
that tmpression? A, 1 bad wot.

Q. Do you not remember on that eceasion of coming to your
house on that dsy, after this interview with Mr, Bowes, that
you got out your valedictory in Z'Ae Ludependent, and paced up
sud down, and exhibiting grest excl and Immediately
went to work preparing papers connected with this subject? A.
%o, Sir, | bave no such recollection,

Q. You recollect nothing of the kind? A. Nothingof the sort,
sie.

Q. DU yuu safarm Mr. Moulton of this angry Interview with
Bowen? A. 1tlunk 1did, Sir,

Q. And did you then plan any step, In connectlon with)Mr
Beecher, therenpon? A, No, Sir,

Q. None whatever? A. Not that I recollect.

Q. Now, Mr. Tllton, yon knew of The Christian Undon, Mr.
Beecher's newspaper, i the tine of its establishment, did yoa
not? A, When was it established?

Q. Well, that is exactly what I was golng tomak you, [Langh-
ter.| 1 understand that it was blished in the boginning of ¥
the year 1870—January, 1570; in other words, that It had been
In existence through the yesr, the month of December
of which weare now talking abont? A. I could mot hLave
answered that question, but | take your statement for it

Q. Do you recall enough of the situation to know that Mr.
Beechier's newspaper, The Christion Union, Lisd been established
before this month of December, In which your connection with
The Independent terminated? A, That it had or had not?

Q That it had? A. My impression Is Mr. Beocher was writ-
ing editorial articles either in The Church Unlon or ('hristian
tnion for & namber of months previons to that, but 1 will not
be positive.

. Do you mean that you, boing the editor of A Indepen-
dent all through that year of 1570, did not kuow whether Mr,
Beecher's paper, Phe CAristian Unbon, was In axistence during
that timeer A The Ohelstion Uidon ar The (Mwred [Tnion he

What
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[ ion with & newspaper st that time waa with Zhe Church Usion,
The hureh Union was tarned Info the The CArisfian Dnionf
A. Yes, Sir; but I do not remember what name the paper
bore st that time,

Q. 1don't care which name it bore, but Mr, Beocher was the
aditor of this religious paper, iu Brooklyn, wasn't het A,

r

Q Or Now York? A. I(hink he was

Q. Prior to this time of which we aro speaking? A. Whether
editor-in-chief of T%he (hurch Unlon T am unable to sy | 1do
not recallect the precise nature of his relstion with the paper;
the only recolloction I have fs that, during 1809, he resumed
dimmmm form; T have an indistincé recollection
of

Mr. Bvarta—(Looking for & letter.] Have you that latter,
Mr. Bhearman ?

The Witnoss—I think in my lotier the name of the paper ls
given—in my lottor to Mr. Bowen; whother it was The Christ-
; Union or The Chwreh Undon I do not exactly recol-

t.

Q. Oh, this in the lotter [showing Jottor] —a letter from yaonr-
self to Dowen, Jannary 1st, 18717 A, That mentlons the
paper; that will give the corroct name,

(. 1t is in evidence hore,  Just look st thia 1etter and sec if
ft will notrecall the name® A, Yes, Sir; it was called 17
Christian Undon at that time; It bad becu previously called Tie
Church [non,

Q. And, it was a part of the converation of Mr. Dowel
inregind to Mr. Beechor, that the lettor shvuld demand sol
unly Mr, Beecher's abdication of his pulpit, hut the cessation of
his writing for The CAriatian Union? A. Yes, Sir; that = what
M. Bowen demanded,

Q. But that was loft oat of the lettor or summons? A, You,
8ir, \

Q. Now, Sir, at that time, do you know how Lurge the ciroula.
thon of this paper of Mr. Beecher's had becomo? A, No, 8ir; I
do not.

Q. And at this time—and if so, how Tong before, if you kuow,
had there been started o rival paper st the West, which inter-
fored with the former ground of patronage of The Indeprndmt?
A. 1do not know of any such paper, 8ir, Do you refer to The
Advanee P

(. Yos, Slr. A, 011 8idnoy Morse used to say that all nowa-
papers helped cach ottiee, aud I do not Lhink that auy one paper
Injures snother,

Q. Dl you know of the establishment of The Advance 85 &
newspaper in the West? A, Yes, Sir,

Q. Appenling fur patronage to the religlous community? A.
Yes, Sir.

Q. When was that establigtied? A, Tshould thiek in 1868 or
1669; 1 think about that; 1 cannot remember distinelly.

Q. And do you know that it was established bocause of dls.
satlefaction in some clreles, or quarters of sections of opinion
ot the Wost with T'he dndependend # A, T think It was; yes,
Sir; Tthink that was one ground; The Independent Was 1oo
Liberal.

. And this paper was mesnt to bo more orthodox? A. Ohl
1 don’t know about being more orthodox; 1 think The Indepen-
dend was orthodox; orthodoxdy is my doctring; b Sdoxy i
yours, Mr. Evarts, 4

Q. Heterodox in the sense that yoa mentfon in your lotters;
this paper was more orthodox, and yours * liberal 2™ A, Yea,
The Advan-e, 88 [ understand, waa siarted to bo a representa-
tive monthpiece of the Congregational denominati The
Indepencdent had cut loose from that denominution ; had gwung
clear, und declarcd itself no longer an organ of the denomina-
tion ; there was an organ of the denomination in Bgnum called
The Congregationalist,  There wan no organ of the denomine
tion in New York when I ceased to have 7%he Independent thele
organ ; they wanded such an organ In the Weat, and they
started The Adeance, That 1s the best account that 1 am ablo
to give of the starting of that paper.

Q And thst had been going for two or thres yeara—aboat
two years® A, 1 will not be accurate a4 to the date.

. Now, how was Mr. Bowen overruled In not Inclnding in
thia upon Mr. Beecher that he should retire from sup-
porting Phe Chrigtiaa Union? A, Aftee [ wrote that note Mr.
Bawen sald, * Why did yon uot put in that he should not write
for The Christian Undon #** 1 sald, “ 1 have put in enough.™

Q. And he yielded? A. 1Ts sald nothing more sbout it.

il
MIL TILTON'S INSINUATIONS AGAINST ME. BEECH-
ER'S MORALITY,

Q. Now, Sir, you havestated that in the interview
with Mr. Boceher on the 30th of December you hiad narrated to
him, a8 communicatod to you by your wife, corlain conversas
tiona bebween your wife and him? A, Yes, Sir.

Q. And yon gave us, a4 o part of what you stated to liim, that
this communlcation had come to you in July, 570! A, Yea,
Bir. 4

Q. Now, Sir, between July, 1870, and the 30th day of Decem-
ber, 1570, had you spoken in any terma to anybody concerning
any relations between Mr. Beechor and your wife? A, Yes,
Sir,

. Mave yon named in your direct examination all the per-
sons to wliom you had said anything in that interval conceming
any relations botween your wife and Mr, Beecher? A. 1 thivk
1 named that 1 gave Olivor Jolinson, and Mrs, Bradshuw, and
Mr. Moniton tho entiro truth; 1epoke to certain other persons
to whom 1 did not tell all the story; Mr. Bowen was ones of
those,

Q. 1do not know what you said, but you told him the
entire fruth—you said that you spoke to him. Now, did you
speak to sny other partiest A, Members of the family?

Q- Members of your own family, A. [ suppose I may eall
my mother-in-law a member of my own family; 1 spoke to Mr.
Richards and to his wife about It

Q You did yourself? A, 1 think I did,

Q. Tonlthese people? A. Yes, Sir

Q. You have, in your direct cxamination, spoken of these
last nanied people as having becn gpoken to by some persons?
A. By Mrs, Morse; yes, Sir,

Q But do you now say that yon spoke to them yonrself?
A. They had been spoken to by Mre, Morse, and T then spoke
to them; I did not tell the story originally to them,

Q. Now, (n the same Interval you had, In general terms of
umputation upon Mr. Beecher, in respect of morality, nsed
sovere language—had you not? A, 1 believe that I had once
or twice apoken roughly of him ; T don't remember that I did,
but words were brought to me afterwards as coming from me,
and 1 think quite likely that I used them; T refer, now, toa
remark thist 1 bad said that Mr. Beecher preached to his mis-
tressca; I don't remember baving made it, but | presume that 1
did,

Q. The language that T understand yon to have spoken about
in your direet examination, which was imputed to you, was
that you had said ho preached before forty of his mistresses?
A. 1 do not undertake to be nceurate, Sir, as to the number.

Q. That may be; but the words which were Imputed to yoa
s having been sald were * forty of hls mistresses™ A, It was
put tome that T had eaid that he had preachicd to bls mistressed
1t might be * seven " or * several.” >

Q. You are mistaken; it was put to you, by 1#%lue from u
lotter, that you had said he had preached t'\?ur;y of his mis-
teesses. A, Yes, that wos stated tome; the} was afterwards, in
the charges hr;mghl‘y;r !‘lr West—it Wis stated that 1 said ;-]I-hl
he hiag prefchod fo *Tseven™ or “ sg¥eral" of his mistresses.

Q. Idou't mean those charged by Mr, West; T am spoaking
of a long time afterwands; that was in 1867, and that was two
vearg afterwards, Now, I understand you to answee that you

vannot rem\ber (gt you expreseed the nutber of mi "
A. Yes, 8ir, %
Q. But that you did express that Ratiment, during this Taer

view? A. Understand me correcily, I do not remember having
made such a remark; but it was attributed to me, and 1 think
all the probabilities ans that I made such & remark; but I do not
remember whom I made It to,

Q. But it was attributed to you at a point of time very near
the transsction, on that occasion? A, On what vecasion?

Q. The oceaslon of your making this charge ; this letter that
was before you, In which the Inquiry was put to you whether
you had said that, was in the month of Jauuary, 1571, was it
ot ¥ A, Nu, Sir; that was in the month of November, 1870,

Q. Not A. Yes, Sir. 1 beg pardon,

Q. Youdo uot know what | am talking about. A, 1do know
exnctly, Sir.

Q. No, you do not know what I am talking about. A Ido,
Sir, exactly,

Q. No; there was a certaln meeting In 1871, A. Yes Sir.

Q. And at that meeting Mr. Boecher, and Mr. Moalton and you
were together, and o letter contalning such & charge was pre.
pented to you to know whetlier you had said sot A, That ls
cortect 8o far as it goes.

Q. That was in January * A, Yea. Sir; I had received the
letter In the previous November,

Q. Idon't know anything abont that: T do nol care about if,
and I do not Inquire about it. It 1s enough that in January the
question was pit to you, whether you had wot, In the preceding
few months between July snd that date, made that impatation.
Then the matter was fresh in your-mind, was it vot, in Janu-
&y, 1871, when Mr. Boecher, and Mr. Mouktou, aud yourselt
were presont? A, It waa,

Q. Whether or not you had sccused Mr. Beecher of preaching
to forty of his mistresses or not, during the preceding Snmmer?
A. Yes, 8ir; I made answer that probably I bad spoken very
roughly, that I hud not spared him. -

Q And you believe yon did say that. “A. [ will not say 1
used such an expression; | think the probabilities all are, that
during the Sammer [ made use of that expression, or ite
equivalent, without any definite accuracy as 1o the number,

Q To whom bld you make nse of thet expression® A, 1
think guite likely to M. Morse or to Mr. Richards; I don't
know to whom; aa 1 sald before, 1 don't remember haviog
made the remark; but as 1t was brought home 1o me In one of
my wife's letters during the Summer, ibe chances are ihat |
sald It; that Is what I mean,

Q. Now, beyoud these general stat s to Mr. Bescher's
prejudice during that period of time, aud these statements,
whatever they were, that you had made to the persons you have
namad, had you sald anything to any oncelse A Well sir, |
would not lke to answer that question: perhaps 1 had ;
because from July, 1870, to the end of that year, | wis not
under any restraluing Influences to Mr. Moulton, amd 1 spoke
my mind very freely sometimes
Q. And for aught you know you mentfoned this thing al soma

G i V alyy a | B b VREL ol ek

say anything Lo Mra. Tillow's detriment, sxeepl o those threg
persons but T did pot Mr, Becchrn

Q.-?m wnd Jm.".:ilr. i
A. Yea, Bir ;1 had some conversstion with Judge Morse |, [
don't know baw far el wenl, Lor do | know whother be Amg
obtalned what b’ knew from e o from sowe oe else,

Mr. Evarts—I did not ask that,

Mr, Boach— It {4 very proper for him to mention,

Mr Evarts—It may be proper for hin to say when somd ons
naks bim,

Mr. Beachi—It (s proper for him as & qualification of bis

auswer.
e ————

MR TILTON'S OPINION OF THE EXAMINING
COMMITTEE.

Mr. Evarts—Do you remember about an attend-
anon befors this (hurch Committes and an examination by
question and anwwer there—do you?! A. No, Sir; rememnixr
going before the Commities; I decline to have It called an ex-
amination; it was not,

Q. Nomatter what It waa. Ton rememher heing there, and
questiona boing put Lo you aml jour makiog answers? A Yeu
Sir; tlat | remember.

Q Now, Bir, did you not say on that occasion In amwer la
thls question : * Lask what evidence you stated againat Me,
Beocher to Mr. Bowen," —In answer to that questdon, did you
ot mako thid Bnawer: T mast snswer your questions in my
own way. | came to fell you thoe whole truth, snd ol
fragmanta ~ of tha truth,  Mr.  Bowen wanled ne
to spesk more lo the paper  of  Flymouth Chogeh,
Mr, Johnson mald :  *Perlaps  Mr. Titon has a8
reassn for not golng to Plymouth Church,” and thereupon Mr.
Bowen wits eurfous to know the reason. 1, in a solltary phrass,
waid that there was o personal, domestlc reason why 1 eoald aok
0 there consistently with my seil-respect; that Mr, Beecher
had becn unhnodsome in his spproaches to my wife.  That is
the suu and sabstince of ail § Lave oyvor sald on this sibject. e
Lbo very few poople Lo whom I have spoken of 101" A, Wik
is yuur gueation?

Q Didu't you in swawer to the question road to you, make
that answer? A, 1 didn't make the [ast part of that answer,
Bir, and 1 repodiatod fn a pablic card that report of my futer.
view. | distinetly, befare the Committes, charged Mr, Bostloe
with sdaltory. mad they did not put it in the report,

Weil, now, L am not asking you about that. It has nothing to’
do with it, 1 have nked you u simple question, whether in sa.
wwier 10 the guestion | read to you, you did not make the answee
that 1 read to you? A, 1did wot, Sir,

€ Very well; what you did aftorwards | have nothing Lo de
with.

The Witness T did not, 8ir; io other words, that Commilioe
were informed by me ——

Mr, Hvarts—No mattor,

The Witness—1t is the last clanse

Mr. Evarts—1 bave not asked you anything about it

Mr. Beach—Well, be has a right (o suswor that he made &
part of that reply and part he did nok, That (s just wiiat ba
wih gaying when you interrupted him,

Mr, Evarts—No, hie was not,

Mr. Benchi~Well, | say that hie was,

Mr. Evarts—[ sny he was not,

Mr. Bench—The minntes will show,

Mr, Evaria—Ila was talking sboul lbis repudistion of ths
report,

Mr. Beach-—He was not, Sir, when the counsel lsat interrupled
bim,

Mr. Evarts—Wel, [say he was,

The Witness—Thst was tho substance of what [ sud o Mr,
Bowen. 1 didn't Lot him the whole story, but | had told otlicre
the whole story, hut very few,

Mr. Evarts—Now, I have not asked you.  You say that you
did not miske that last part of the answer® A, No, Sir; | sy
that the answer & imporfeet; part of It s omitted; that is L
answor that 1 genomlly made,  There were a fow exceptions te
that answer, namely, Mr. Jolnson, Mr, Moulton and Mre. HBead-
ehaw,

Q. Well, with those exceptions, was the sum anud sithatanca
of all that you had ever said 1o the personis to whom you spoke,
thnt Mr. Boeelier had made anhandsome spproaclios to youe
wife? A. Yes Sir; fmpore proposals; that b4 the snm sl the
substance. 1 did not wish to ineriminate Mes, Tilton,

. No matter what you wished ; the fact was that that s all
fuat you aakd ¥ A, Unat bsall [eald

Q. With the exception of these three persons® A, Well, an-
derstand me, Mr. Evarts, the three porsons to whom | allsda
are persons o whom 1 told the story —theee wore other persond
to whom T talked, to whom Mes, Tilton told the story, snd Mes.
Morse told the story,

Mr. Evarts—That yon don't know anything aboat?

The Witness—1 do know all atout it

. Tam talking about persons Lo whom you communicated
Information. A. Yea, Sir, but 1 voluntecred the whole story (e
those three porsous, with the addition, porhaps, of Juwige
Muorse.

Q. Abont bim you don’t remerber? A 1 donw't remembes
the exact extoft of that conversation with him,

Q. Now, when yon were comi ting the whole story,
that Is snother matter—bat with the oxceplion of thos three
persons, the sum and substance of what you communieated
yourself to other people, was the nohandsome proposals, o
the fmpure advances ? A Yes, =ir:and then perhaps 1
ought to mention that thers was o chance nterview In iny
house between Mes. Tilton aud mysell. ar which Bessie Furnee
heard the whole story.

Q. I have not asked you that, Task yon a volontary commu-
nication which you made to ontside peoplet A, Ldon't rmmenss
bet any other voluntary comuunieations o outside people

Q. Now, 8ir, when youn flrst spoke to Mr, Moultun on tha |

subjoct of any relations between Mr. Beecher and your wife,
wis not all that you told him, that Mr, Beecher ik made nn-
hand Apj hes or impare proposals to your wife? A
You, Sir, that was Decembor 2th, That isall [ told him on that
day.

Q. That isall you told him that day * A, Yes, Sir,

Q. And that was the frst time that you had spoken ts bl al
all on the subject * AL Yes, Bir,

——
MIt. TILTON'S PRAISE OF HIs WIFE.

Q. Onthissame examination, in answer m1l|isqnc>
tion: * Have you not freqoontly asserted the purity of iy
wife 1" did you make this answer : “ No, [ have alwige, hnd &
strange teclinieal use of words; [ have always tsed wongs that
conveyed that impression "% A, [eannot ce@finy sense in that

word ** strange,” Sir; [ think there mugs te wome mispriat;

what 1 meant was that | had always Yeied —

Q. Weil, I ask whethier you wide that answer or not® A, '

Weil, T did not make nse of any wicl, Words fis sivange toche
nical use:” it s "'”‘:"“'L‘,’,‘ 4 priat: you can see it yourself,

Q 1 don't Know &=Tping ahont it You say you did uot
make that 0=, 0 A Why, | suy, Sir, that of conrse 1 did
:N m._:r nny such snswer: A sirangy teclinical nse of words *
Ihere is some other—it s wrong—bad Euglieh -1t b» not right,
I will tell you what | said —

Q. Well, did you say, **1 lave always ased words that con
veyed that impression”™ A L did, Sir, and 1 always used sucls
words on parpose, 1o convey (o everybody the impression tias
she was & pure and good wonwan, aud Jf any word of mine will
carry that jmpression around the warils to-day, I should like to
utter it from this sagd

Q. Well, then, you did nee words that wore Intended ta con-
vey the improssion of the purily of your wife? A T did. Sir.
But 1 did not nse it In that form, I did not use the word
Ypurity." 1 nsed other words. | (hink sh is & pure woman,

. You used wonds that conveyed thial impression ! A, Yes,
Sir.

Q. Bat ased other words to do It, with the Intention to con-
vey ! A. Yes, Sie

Q. And with the effvet of conveying ! A Yes Sir: with
that delibesate design, for [ hold, with Mr. Beechoer, that she is
gulltless.

Q And with that constant effect? A, Yes, Sir

e - — -

THE FIRST HOSTILE INTERVIEW REHEARSED.

Q. Now, Mr. Tilton, you had at one time in your
possession & note of memorandim of somie kind, as you have
stated [n your direct examination, written by Mrs Tilton os
the 29th of December, 1570, which you gave o Mr. Moultos
whei be went to bring Mr. Beccher {0 the interview with yoe
on the 30th? A, Yes, Sir,

(. At what part of the duy of the ith was that paper ob-
talnad® A, Well, Sir, at thie moment T don’t recollect.

Q. Don't you recall to yourself the oceasion and the seene on
which vou obtained it Idon't ask you to describe it, 1 ouly
waiit to kuow whether you recall or wvot, to yourself, the
oocasion on which you received that paper from Mes, Tillon®
A. 1 didn't sce it wntten, Sir.

Q. What* A. T didu’t see it writien s ald; not that 1 re-
member,

Q. Well, after receiving that paper, a1t remain In your
possession, and jcated to auy other person dating
ihe whole of the #th sod dering the wholo of the S0th, unti)
you handed it 0 Mr. Moalton? A. Yer, Sir, nobody else saw
it bus Mr. Moulten,

. And Mr. Monlton did not see it until you handed it to him
at his house when he was starting to go 1o Mr, Beecher's? A.
Not until them

Q. Now, Sir, was that wrltten on an osdinary note paper of
your wife's® A, 1t was —what do you mean by s ordinery
note paper? My recollection Is that it was.quite a pelite note
sheet. Whether It was onlinary of extracedinary, 1 could not

way.

tr;. Well, | sald ordinary note paper of yoar wife's. We have
various exbibits here—what you esll a small piece of note paper®
A. Yes, Sir; 1think po.

Q. * Petite,” you call it? A, Yes. Sir.
Q. Wasitin an eovelope? A It was eucloscd i a white en-
volope without direction on IL
» Q. And that was of the crdinary sise for such & note? A
Weil, 1 don't remember the size of it

Q Well, It was an ondinary lettes wnvelope or nole paper en-
velope for such & note, wesn't it? A That 1 doa't remember—
whetlier the envelope exactly ftted Tho paper or not; 1 don's
recall,

Q. Well, you recalved them both tagether, did you not? A
Yo, Sir, Tthink 1did

————




